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Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Butani et al. (US 2003/0172010) in view of Microsoft Computer Dictionary. 

Regarding Claim 1 , Butani discloses a method for use in consolidating computing 
devices, comprising: 

storing in at least two data set files (at least temporary stored in Data Collection 
module and Analysis Module for analyzing) containing information indicative of the 
characteristics of at least a first computing device (figs. 1 , 2) wherein the data sets 
describe the information in a language (any data types) (paragraphs 0017, 0022); 

loading the at least two data sets into a first database (combining multiple 
sources to one) (See Figs. 1 , 2) so that the at least two data sets (104 or 204, and 106 
or 206) can be compared to each other ("analysis may include identifying the 
difference... illustrating differences between different sets of data..", paragraph 0041; 
"for comparing and analyzing multiple sets of data", paragraph 0023). 

As discussed above, Butani essentially discloses the claimed invention but does 
not explicitly disclose that data or information is in a markup language. However, Butani 
teaches the data can be any type (paragraph 0017, 0022). Such markup language is 
not restricted being used in his invention. Further, Markup language or XML are 
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commonly known language for creating web page to any skilled in the art. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have used Butani to analyze data 
in Markup or XML form in order to find out the difference of two sets of Markup or XML 
data for an intended use. 

As discussed above, Butani essentially discloses the claimed invention but does 
not explicitly disclose the database is a relational database. However, Microsoft 
Computer Dictionary teaches that relational database is used for matching data in the 
field, microcomputer database products are typically relational database. Since Butani's 
invention is to compare (match) the sets of data, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to have used relational database in Butani to compare the data in 
a record form in order to manage the data more efficiently. 

Regarding Claim 2, Butani discloses that one of the at least two data sets 
contains information indicative of a second computing device (paragraph 0063). 

Regarding Claim 3, Butani essentially discloses the claimed invention but does 
not explicitly disclose that the markup language comprises XML. 

However, Butani teaches the data can be any type (paragraph 0017, 0022). 
Such markup language is not restricted being used in his invention. Further, Markup 
language or XML are commonly known language for creating web page to any skilled in 
the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have used 
Butani to analyze data in Markup or XML form in order to find out the difference of two 
sets of Markup or XML data for an intended use. 
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Regarding Claim 4, Butani discloses that the information indicative of the 
characteristics of a computing device comprises information indicative of system 
parameters ("...data elements and other parameters" Paragraph 0015 and "...the 
parameter and data associated with the node are displayed...", paragraph 0042). 

Regarding Claim 5, Butani discloses that the system parameters comprise at 
least one of: the number of processors (702), available processors (702), processor 
level, devices (722), disk drive characteristics (720), disk drive capacity (710, 720), 
system name (inherent feature. All systems must have their own model name), page 
size, operating system version (inherent feature. All systems must have their own 
model name), operating system build (inherent feature. All systems must have their 
own system build), and network connectivity (inherent feature. All networked devices 
must show it connectivity to the network), 

Regarding Claim 6, Butani discloses that the information indicative of the 
characteristics of a computing device comprises information indicative of executable 
process parameters ("a user may execute procedure 500 on an unchanged set of data" 
See paragraphs 0044, 0042). 

Regarding Claim 7, Butani discloses that the executable process parameters 
comprise at least one of: CPU utilization (for 702), memory utilization (for 704, 706). 

Regarding Claim 11, Butani discloses that the information indicative of the 
characteristics of a computing device comprises information indicative of computing 
device database definition parameters (inherent feature. All kind of data must have its 
own definition or file name such as Txt. Jpg. Jeg. Etc). 
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Regarding Claim 12, Butani discloses that the computing device database 
definition parameters inherently comprise at least one of: database names (104,106) or 
user defined datatypes. 

Regarding Claims 8-10, 13-16, Butani essentially discloses the claimed invention 
but does not explicitly disclose table or tables on the storage unit. However, as 
discussed above in the preceding rejection on claim 1, relational database is typical in 
microprocessor database including Butani. Relational database inherently comprises 
table being used for matching and comparing data in the field. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have used relational database in Butani to 
compare the data in a record form in order to manage the data more efficiently. 

Since claims 17-32 are claims 1-16 in a system manner, they are rejected for the 
same reasons. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Halsall (textbook) shows that XML is used to describe the 
contents of a web page in a structure way. 

Correspondence 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Wilson Lee whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1824. 
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Papers related to the application may be submitted by facsimile transmission. 
Any transmission not to be considered an official response must be clearly marked 
"DRAFT". The official fax number is (571 ) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2163 



